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entirely. The word ?>piE would never have been placed upon
a copper coin.52 It may "be compared with the word arar^p
— standard — which is only applied to coins of gold, of
electrum, or of silver. Moreover, I do not understand
why on the coins of years " two " and " three " we read
p*x rmrr, and on those of year " four " we read jtb rbtfA,
and why the value was introduced at the fourth year only
of the Revolt, notwithstanding the explanation of Garrucci
given above, which, though ingenious, does not seem to
me to be conclusive. That the value should be put on
them in the fourth year of Simon is, on the contrary,
quite natural, seeing that it occurs on the silver shekels ;
but as the word ??ptt>rr could not be placed upon the
copper, the engraver had more space at his disposal, and
therefore marked the year at full length (yrrw rm& instead
3. "We may next remark the thickness, the peculiar
form and manner of striking these coins, peculiarities
which have already been observed by Bayer, from whom
I here quote. "If you look even casually at the six
smaller coins of which we were speaking, you will find
that besides the module, weight, type, and legend, besides
the colour of the copper and the character of its structure,
which seem to be of the same character in all, there is
always the same sort of cutting round the rim, which
renders the side on which is the lulab, larger and better
spread than that on which is the cup ; as we have also
observed on the coins of the preceding years.53 For when
52	The copper shekel in the collection of the Rev. E, 0.
Reichardt (Madden,' pp. 46, 48 ;  Num. Chron., N. S., voj. ii.
p. 268; vol. iv, pp. 175, 183) is not a copper coin, but the
fac-simile of a, silver one.  It is a forgery of the time, probably
issued by some neighbouring state.
53	Coins of the years "two" and "three" were also attributed

